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alone they went up 16 percent. Talking
about these differences, just between
Minnesota and Canada, one of the
HMOs in Minneapolis estimates if they
could simply buy their drugs for their
HMO Members, subscribers, in Mani-
toba, they could save over $30 million a
year for their subscribers. We are talk-
ing about real money.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that we need
to do something. The Canadian govern-
ment itself has done its own study, and
this is the latest study comparing drug
prices in the United States to drug
prices in Canada. Again, this is for ex-
actly the same drugs. They estimate
the last year that they had the figures
that the differences are over 50 percent,
the difference between the drug prices
in Canada and Mexico.

There is another group out of Utah,
the Life Extension Foundation; and
every Member, if they will contact my
office, we will send them one of these
brochures. They have done a beautiful
job of differentiating the price dif-
ferences between us and Europe, for ex-
ample.

Let me read some differences in drug
prices. A very commonly prescribed
drug, Premarin, in the United States
two capsules will sell for $14.98 on aver-
age. In Europe, they pay only $4.25.
Synthroid, another commonly pre-
scribed drug, the United States price,
$13.84. In Europe they can buy it for
$2.95 equivalent. Coumadin, this is a
drug that my dad takes, a blood thin-
ner, in the United States that drug
sells for $30.25. In the European market
it sells for $2.85. Mr. Speaker, this goes
on and on and on.

Now, I believe the drug companies
have to be allowed to make a reason-
able profit. We understand that they
have to have reasonable profits if they
are going to plow it back into research.
But the unvarnished truth is that
American consumers are paying most
of the freight for the research being
done; and worse than that, we are pay-
ing for most of the profit.

There is an answer. I have a bill, H.R.
3240, which would allow importation of
drugs that are approved by the FDA.

Mr. Speaker, it is clear that we
should do more to make prescription
drugs available to seniors who cannot
afford them. But we should not be fool-
ish enough to do nothing to make
those drugs more affordable for all
Americans. We should not allow our
own FDA to stand between Americans
and lower drug prices.

I hope all Members will join me in
supporting and cosponsoring H.R. 3240.

Once again, Mr. Speaker, I remind
Members if they would like a copy of
this brochure, they simply have to call
my office. We will send it out to them.
It explains better than I can why it is
important that we allow markets and
competition to bring drug prices into
line here in the United States.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES of North Carolina ad-
dressed the House. His remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f

PROJECT EXILE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, the gentleman from Mary-
land (Mr. EHRLICH) is recognized for 60
minutes as the designee of the major-
ity leader.

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, my good
colleague, the gentleman from Colo-
rado (Mr. TANCREDO) will join me in
this special order. I welcome my col-
league.

Mr. TANCREDO. I thank the gen-
tleman. It is a pleasure to be here.

Mr. EHRLICH. Mr. Speaker, we have
a very important topic this evening,
Project Exile, a bill that passed on the
floor of the House today by an over-
whelming majority on the Suspension
Calendar, something I know that pleas-
es the gentleman, pleases myself, and
should please our respective constitu-
ents and the people of the United
States of America.

My personal experience with this pro-
gram, Mr. Speaker, began about a year
and a half ago when a member of my
staff came in to me and expressed frus-
tration about my frustration con-
cerning the fact that on gun control
debates, we always talk by one an-
other. We could not get anything done,
and the PACs and interest groups
raised money, and that helps politi-
cally, but it does not hit the bottom
line, which is bad guys with guns.

I heard about Project Exile, and he
said, and this was a former Baltimore
county detective, and he said I am
going to go find out about this pro-
gram. I said, Go for it. We found out
about Project Exile and took a bipar-
tisan group of Maryland State legisla-
tors to Richmond, Virginia, and talked
to the attorneys down there, and
talked to the street cops; and we
talked to the Federal prosecutor and
the business community and NAACP.
We talked to everybody, and, you know
what? It works. It works, because it is
common sense.

This is an interesting initiative, be-
cause rarely do you hear the NRA and
handgun control supporting the same
gun-related initiative. It is certainly
working in Richmond, it works in Vir-
ginia, it works in New York, it works
in Texas, and now hopefully around the
country, given what we passed on this
floor today.

I also heard during the course of the
debate today some unfortunate
mischaracterizations from the minor-
ity party. The two that really came to
mind was, one, who supports this pro-
gram. The observation was made that
this is an NRA initiative. It is only the
NRA. Of course, as I just said, it is also
supported by the handgun folks, hand-
gun control. It is the right and left
coming together to get something done
for a change.

Finally, the representation was made
that this money could be wasted on all
sorts of frivolous activities, and the
fact is the bill specifies how the money
can be used with respect to police,
prosecutors, courts, probation officers,
the juvenile justice system, prison ex-
pansion, criminal history, records re-
tention, case management programs,
innovation, crime control, the bottom
line.

I personally want to congratulate the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. MCCOL-
LUM) who has been a great leader in
this effort, who brought this issue to
the national limelight, in conjunction
with Governor Gilmore and other mem-
bers of our conference. I truly believe
that this is a logical follow-up to Truth
in Sentencing, another issue initiative
initiated by the gentleman from Flor-
ida (Mr. MCCOLLUM) some years ago.

Mr. Speaker, I want to recognize my
colleague from Colorado, I know who
has some salient observations to make
about this common sense approach
that targets gun-toting felons, people
who should not have guns in the first
place, and, when caught, sentences
them, exiles them to either Federal
time if the State status is not in place,
or State time if the State legislatures
have really gotten on board with re-
spect to Project Exile.

I recognize my colleague.
Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I

thank the gentleman; and I appreciate
the opportunity to share a few
thoughts about this.

In many ways our experience was the
same in terms of how we came to know
this issue. I was reading a newspaper
article out of Virginia where they had
arrested a suspect for possession of
narcotics. The amount of narcotics in
the possession of this individual was
quite significant. It was not just a
baggy; it was like a truckload.

In the past, any time that this kind
of thing had happened before, any time
that an individual with this much nar-
cotics in his possession had been ar-
rested, they had found a weapon with
him. So they kept looking, because the
police naturally assumed that he had
to have one. When they did not find it
initially, they kept pressing. Then they
kept pressing him as to where it was,
essentially why he did not have it. This
went on for hours.

Finally, the suspect, frustrated at
being pummeled by the police, figu-
ratively speaking, said, ‘‘It is 5 years,
man. It is 5 years, man.’’ What he was,
of course, saying to the policemen was
that he had gotten the message, the
message of Project Exile. If he had
been caught with a firearm in the com-
mission of the crime, in this case
transportation of illegal narcotics, he
would get a minimum of 5 years tacked
on to anything else that he ended up
with.

Now, here was a, I cannot say con-
victed, but a suspect, someone who had
been arrested, explaining it essentially
to the rest of the world as to why he
did not have a firearm in his posses-
sion.
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